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dispensing with the Committee of Circuit, who were not only
sure to have been baffled by the zemindars, but whose action
was already fomenting hostility to the British Government,
and that the Court of Directors expressed their approval of
his conduct. It is now proved that Mr. Redhead never had
the confidence of Sir Thomas, and that the Counsel for the
Bill of Pains and Penalties abandoned the charge of bribery
on finding that it could not be sustained. It is now proved
that the Dewan who had supplanted Seetaram Raj was found
to have been a defaulter, and that Seetaram was re-instated
after a leconciliation had beea brought about between the
brothers.

In some respects the most serious accusation brought
against Sir Thomas was that in connection with the transfer
of the Quntoor Circar. The story is too long to be repeated
here. Suffice it to say that the confederacy formed by the
Nizam is now shown to have existed before the transfer, and
not, as has been supposed, to have been originally suggested
by it. It is also clear that the hostility of the Nizam was owing
to the .support given by Hastings to Raghoba and the Rajah of
Berar ; and that the war in the Carnatic, so far from having
been provoked by the Madras Government, was designed at
a date anterior to the formation of the Nizam's confederacy,
and may be mainly attributed to the Mahratta War. Indeed,
Miss Rumbold's * "Vindication* discloses the fact thatc the first
censure ever addressed by the Court of Directors to Sir Tnomas
Rumbold, and which was accompanied by a sentence of banish-
ment from the service, was dated three months after they had
received his formal resignation, under circumstances explained
by himself, which precluded his ever seeking farther employ-
ment in the climate of India'; that when * the Directors went
through the mockery of dismissing him from a service which
he had already relinquished, it was ostensibly for measures
carried out at Madras, with every detail of which they had
been acquainted for much above a twelve-month, aud at
which they had testified no dissatisfaction'; that not only were
all these accusations placed in a very different light, or utter-
ly disproved at the bar of the House of Commons, but that
some of the charges, made very prominent in Mr, Mill's history,
had been abandoned as * untenable articles of the Bills of
Pains and Penalties, before any evidence in support of them had
been attempted on the part of the accusers'; and that the Bill
itself was withdrawn twenty months after it had been presented.
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